388                   Panchapadika

Objection : If the meaning of the 'Inf is 'ishta
^dhanata', how can you explain the instrumental case in
^yotistomena^ etc.. For the 'Im9 yis said to express the
'karanala' for the sacrifice.  When the "karama karaka' is
not expressed (anabhihita) by 'lin', 'krit', 'taddhita' ane
^samasa', then only ^the instrumental case is valid. Here
'tin' expresses the 'karana' in which case the instrumental is
'jyotishtomena^ is not valid grammatically.

Reply: There is no such invalidity. Yaga gives
only the 'samanyabhidhana', while the word 'jyotishto
mena' gives the 'viseshabhidhana'. For the ^viseshabhidh-
ana9 we do require the instrumental case there. ^Lin' exp-
ress only the ^ravya tyaga rupa paga samanya gatam karar-
natvam\ And the 'karanatva' which is 'yaga visesha gatnm"
is expressed by ^jyotishtomena^

Objection : Now, 'vishyaa' is that which is not
expounded by anything other than this. And in the apho-
rism we do not find anything that expounds th e 'vishthsaya".
So, how do we have the ^ishaya pratipattf (vishaya
siddhi) ?

Reply : Brahman cannot be known by any other
pramana save by this sastra. As such by implication we

get the 'vishaya nirdesa'  (indicatian of the aim or
object.)